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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(a) the invention was known or used by others in this country, or patented or described in a printed publication in this 
or a foreign country, before the invention thereof by the applicant for a patent. 

2. Claim 20 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(a) as being clearly anticipated by Ehrenreich et 
al (2003/0076015). 

See especially paragraph 36 and Figure 4. Elements 160 and 162 correspond to the two 
support elements, shelves 164 correspond to the plurality of rigid rest members, and there 
is clearly illustrated an extendable, pivoting, arm that is attached through a support 
structure (30, 24) to a fixed structure. In the preamble, a "firearm support system" is 
merely a statement of intended use and the shelves are clearly capable of supporting a 
firearm. In regard to the "consisting" limitation of claim 19, 

3. Claims 2-4, 11,12, 14-16, and 21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(a) as being clearly 
anticipated by Langford (6,694,661). 

See especially Figures 1, 2, and 8. Note that Figure 8 shows a plurality of "rest 
members", element 96 and the lower forked portion of 98. Note that there is a fixed 
length 78 of the arm above the rests that read over the claimed support element and that 
the support leg 68 "secures" the support element 78 to the extendable arm 48. 
Alternatively, elements 48 and 68 reads over "an extendable arm" and 78 is directly 
attached to it. 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
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having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claim 5 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Langford 
(6,694,661) in view of Devall (5,723,808). 

Langford discloses a firearm support system comprising a telescopic extendable arm 48, 
a fixed lengeth support element 78 attached to an end of the extendable arm, rest 
members 96 and 98 connected to the support element, and a pivoting support attachment 
member 200 that accepts a portion of the extendable arm and is attached to a fixed 
structure (i.e. a tree). Langford fails to disclose that the extendable arm could comprise 
pivoting arm segments. Devall teach that it is known to have pivoting arm segments 
form the extendable arm of a tree mounted firearm support. See especially Figures 1 A 
and 3 A and column 4, lines 13-30 with elements 47 and 58. Motivation to combine is the 
mere substitution of known extendable arms, with the advantages of increased 
positioning function available with the plural pivoting elements. To employ the 
teachings of Devall on the firearm support system of Langford and have pivoting arm 
segments is considered to have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art. 

6. Claim 17 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Langford 
(6,694,661) in view of Peterson (6,637,708). 

Langford discloses a firearm support system placed above a tree stand comprising a telescopic 
extendable arm 48, a fixed lengeth support element 78 attached to an end of the extendable arm, 
rest members 96 and 98 connected to the support element, and a pivoting support attachment 
member 200 that accepts a portion of the extendable arm and is attached to a fixed structure (i.e. 
a tree). Langford fails to disclose the fixed structure to which the support attachment member is 
attached as being a tree stand. Peterson teaches that it is known to attach a firearm support 
system directly to a tree stand. See especially Figure 2 and elements 16, 32, and 1 16 being 
attached to element 20. Motivation to combine is the mere substitution of known attachment 
points for a firearm support system with the added advantages of having one combined tree 
hunting system instead of two and the easier mounting of the support system to the stand upon 
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which the hunter is standing, instead of having to mount it above his head on the tree. To 
employ the teachings of Langford on the firearm support system of Eppard et al and have the 
support attachment member attached to a tree stand is considered to have been obvious to one 
having ordinary skill in the art. 

7. Claim 13 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Langford 
(6,694,661) in view of Potts et al (6,425,697). 

Langford discloses a firearm support system comprising a telescopic extendable arm 48, a fixed 
lengeth support element 78 attached to an end of the extendable arm, rest members 96 and 98 
connected to the support element, and a pivoting support attachment member 200 that accepts a 
portion of the extendable arm and is attached to a fixed structure (i.e. a tree). Langford fails to 
disclose the extendable arm could comprise a rounded portion with threads to engage the support 
structure. Potts et al teach that it is known to employ threads on the end of a gun rest arm to 
secure the arm to a support element. See element 16a. Motivation to combine is the mere 
substitution of known arm attaching means with a type that is inserting within the support means 
and then secured by the very common means of threads. To employ the teachings of Potts et al 
on the firearm support system of Langford and have threaded arm support means is considered to 
have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art. 

8. Claim 19 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Ehrenreich et al 
(2003/0076015). 

Ehrenreich et al discloses a support system with all claimed elements. See especially 
paragraph 36 and Figure 4. Elements 160 and 162 correspond to the two support 
elements, shelves 164 correspond to the plurality of rigid rest members, and there is 
clearly illustrated an extendable, pivoting, arm that is attached through a support structure 
(30, 24) to a fixed structure. In the preamble, a "firearm support system" is merely a 
statement of intended use and the shelves are clearly capable of supporting a firearm. In 
regard to the "consisting" limitation of claim 19, it would be obvious to one having 
ordinary skill in the art to eliminate all other elements and their attendant functions and 
still retain an operating support system with all claimed elements. Motivation to modify 
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the support of Ehrenreich et al would be to produce a lighter and cheaper structure which 
would still perform the useful function of supporting objects. 

9. Claims 7-10 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but would be 
allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the base claim and 
any intervening claims. 

10. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to J. Woodrow Eldred whose telephone number is 571-272-6901. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday to Thursday, from 8:00 a.m. to 5:30 p.m.. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Teri Luu can be reached on 571-272-7045. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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Primary Examiner 
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